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Claims 4, 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for tailing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards 
as the invention. 

It is unclear where the upper surface of the wells are discussed and shown in the 
drawings. The wells are depicted as having open upper structure and therefore having no upper 
surface. 

It is unclear what is meant by the use of "continuous" in said claims 6 and 7. It is unclear 
how the nature of the structure is continuous. If the wells are separate and distinct is unclear how 
they can be continuous. What part of the well structure is or is not continuous? 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in (his or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1, 3, 5 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 (b) as being anticipated by MC 
Shane et al. 

McShane et al shows a base 40. An inner and outer wells formed by through holes 34 
are shown formed about the periphery of the base. The inner well has an outer wall coupled to 
the inner wall of the outer well. And a chip 52 is shown positioned on the base. 

Said wells are shown to be distinct and separate and therefore discontinuous. 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
f0 ;^;An S Qftt forth in this Office action: 

manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over McShane et al. 

McShane discloses that the wells may be formed of dielectric and metal materials and the 
lack of a description of particular materials is deemed to suggest use of conventional materials. 
Conventional materials well known in this technology used in circuit board structures would 
include such materials as polyimides and flexible metals such as copper and aluminum. Metal and 
substrate thickness would also determine the level of flexibility of said structure. As the claim 
provides no specifics that characterize flexible it is deemed that McShane teaches obvious use of 
flexible materials for the reasons mentioned above. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

Claims 1, 3, 5, 6 and 7 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b ) as being anticipated by Budde. 
Budde shows a base 5. An inner and outer wells 1 1 are shown formed about the 
periphery of the base. The inner well has an outer wall coupled to the inner wall of the outer well. 
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And a chip 3 is shown positioned on the base. Said wells are shown the be formed of a continuous 
material of metal and said wells » ,sr » shown to be distinct and separate and therefore 
discontinuous. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the pnor art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Budde. 

Budde discloses that the wells may be formed of metal materials (i.e. copper and 
aluminum) that have flexible characteristics shown by the bendability of the bended structure. 
Metal and substrate thickness would also determine the level of flexibility of said structure. As the 
claim provides no specifics that characterize flexible it is deemed that Budde teaches obvious use 
of flexible materials for the reasons mentioned above. 

Claims 1-7 are rejected. Claims 8-20 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant 
to 37 CFR 1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable generic or 
linking claim. Election was made without traverse in Paper No. 6. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Examiner S. V. Clark at 
telephone number (703) 308-4924. 
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